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(b) gabertii Milne Edwards (H.), 1830, as published in the combination
Daira gabertii (specific name of type species of Dairilia Dana
1853)

;

(5) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of
Rejected mid Invalid Generic Natnes in Zoology :

—
(a) Daira Milne Edwards (H.), 1830, as suppressed under the Plenary

Powers under (1) above
;

(b) Daira Gistl, [1847] (a junior homonym of Daira de Haan, [1833])

;

(c) Dairinia Bate (C.S.), 1862 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling
for Dairilia Dana, 1853).

OBJECTION TO A. E. ELLIS'S PROPOSALTO VALIDATE
" BITHYNIA" LEACH, 1818 (CLASS GASTROPODA)

By CAESARR. BOETTGER
(Zoologisches Institut der Technischen Hochschule, Braunschweig, Germany)

(Commission Reference : Z.N.(S.) 452)

(For the proposal submitted in this case, see Bull. zool. Nomencl. 11 : 275-278)

(Letter dated 15th February 1956)

That the generic name Bulimus ScopoH, 1777, camiot be considered as a printing
error for Bulinus Miiller, 1781, was established in 1931 (Opinion 116). The genuiBulimus ScopoH, 1777, has therefore full nomenclatorial status.

\^Tien the genus Bulimus Scopoli, 1777, was erected, it contained the following
species r^cZ^x putrisl... Helix fragilis L., Helix stagnalis L. and Helix tentaculata L
1 he establishment of a type species did not follow soon after. It was done in IQ'^lby Pilsbry and Bequaert who, without any objections, fixed Helix tentaculata L
as bemg the type species of the genus Bulimus Scopoli. They were indeed entitled
to choose one of the original species of this genus. The fact that since the establish-ment of Bulimus Scopoli (with the exception of Helix fragilis L. which is a synonym
ot Helix stagnahs L.) many other species were fixed to be the tj-pe species of other
genera does not, according to the Regies, influence the choice of the type for Bulimus
ocopoli. ^

Of course it was rather a nuisance that the genus Bithynia Leach, 1818 which
^/l^';^^*^'* ^ 1818 for Helix tentaculata L., should now have become the s>^onvm
of Bulimus Scopoli, 1777, and that thereby a name which has been generally used
should have to be given up. If at that time a proposal for the suppression ofBulnnus Scopoli had been made, I would undoubtedly have supported it Butnow I cannot do this, for in the meantime the name Bulimus Scopoli as the genus
ioT Helix tentaculata L. has appeared in many important publications on MoUuscsand IS also much used in literatiu-e on parasitology which deals with those snailswhich act as carriers of germs which cause illness. It is now nearly thirty vearssmce the determmation of Bulimus Scopoli by means of the fixing of a type speciesby Filsbry and Bequaert, and I consider it a great mistake to suppress this commonlvused name. This would not help to clarify matters, but would doubtlessly add
to confusion. I regret, therefore, that I cannot support A. E. Ellis's proposaland I declare myself for the validity of Bulimus Scopoli, 1777, and the strict
observance of Priority.


